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SIGNIFICANCE OF FAMILY LIVING FROM THE FARM 


Above their cash income from the farm, farmers have other income 
in the form of food products which they set aside for consumption by 
their families, use of houses for their shelter, and some fuel for use in 
their homes. In the aggregate these items, termed “the family living 
from the farm’’ in this Frulletin. represent an appreciable part of the 
cost of living of farm families on the one hand and of the returns from 
the farm business on the other. 

Data from several thousand farms show that the value of the family 
living from the farm at farm prices Was approximately one-third of 
the cost of living of farm families and two-thirds of the cost of food, 
fuel, and house rent. It was one-ninth as much as the farm receipts 
and one-third as much as the farm income. (See fig. 1.) Variations 
with localities, with annual production, with years of prosperity and 
depression, and with different families, accompany these approxima- 
tions and are presented in some of the following pages. Outstanding 
among the variations are those in years of agricultural prosperity 
and depression. In 1918 and 1919, years of agricultural prosperity, 
the value of the family living from the farm was only about one-fifth 
as much as the farm income; but in 1921 and 1922, years of agri- 
cultural depression, it was fully one-third as much. 
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The purpose of this bulletin is to place before its readers, in so far 
as the data will permit, the significance of the family living from the 
farm: Its value in relation to the cost of living of farm families and 
to the farm receipts, the farm income, the family income, and the 
labor income; its importance in comparison with the cash returns 
from the farm business in times of agricultural prosperity and 
depression; its comparative importance with farms and families of 
different sizes; the farmer’s recognition of its significance in evaluat- 
ing his labor; and the relative importance of the items that make up 
the family living from the farm. 

The family living from the farm lends safety and stability to the 
farm business and to farm life. It enables the farmer to reduce 
materially the cash cost of living and to tide over lean years and 
hard times that would be ruinous if he had to buy all the living for 
himself and family on the market. Were it necessary to buy all of 
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Fic. 1.—The value of the family living from the farm was 38 per cent of the cost of living of 2,074 farm 
families and 66 per cent of the cost of food, house rent, and fuel; it was about 12 per cent as much as the 
farm receipts for 7,738 farms, 29 per cent as much as the farm income, and 4.8 times as much as the 
labor income 


the family living furnished by the farm at city retail prices the cost 
would be fully twice the evaluation used in this bulletin, which is at 
farm prices. In a study of the family living from the farm of 28 
farm families in Scioto County, Ohio, in 1922, the value at city 
retail prices amounted to 208 per cent of that at farm prices. 
Important as the family living from the farm is, it should not be 
inferred that this living is obtained entirely free of cost to the farmer. 
The direct money cost for some of the items may be little, but the 
production of the several items represents labor, capital, and some- 
times cash outlay for materials. Much of the Tahoe however, is 
performed as an insignificant part of the main labor of the farm 
business, at times when the work of the main business is not urgent, 
and often by the wife and children. Much of the capital employed 
in the production of the food. items of the family living from the farm 
is necessary for the farm business and is at hand, and the materials 


1 For definition of these and other terms used in this bulletin see pp. 13 and 14. 
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used in their production are sometimes by-products or wastes from 
the business. Frequently some of the family living from the farm 
has little or no market value, and some of it is not of the better market 
grades. Farm families often utilize little potatoes, overripe or under- 
sized fruits, eggs with soiled shells, etc., for family use, and many 
of the garden vegetables grown on the farms in some localities can 
not be sold. On the other hand, the hogs, butter, poultry, etc., which 
go to make up part of the family living from the farm usually have a 
ready market. The value of the house rent includes interest and de- 
preciation on the house, and the cash costs of insurance, taxes, and 
repairs on the house. 
LOCALITIES STUDIED 


This bulletin presents the available data which it is practicable to 
assemble at the present time (1925) on the family living from the farm 
as obtained in connection with farm business surveys made by the 


SURVEYS 
"farm Business” 
x"Value of Food, Fuel and House Rent” 
ACost of Living of Farm Families” 

Each Survey includes ‘Family Living 
from the Farm” 


Fic. 2.—Localities from which the data in this bulletin were obtained 


United States Department of Agriculture and the State agricultural 
colleges and experiment stations for the years 1918 to 1922. For 
comparison, data on the cost of food, fuel, and house rent to farm 
families for 1913 and 1914, and for 1919 to 1928 are included, as are 
data on the cost of living in farm homes for 1919 to 1923. 

The farm business data were obtained from 30 localities well scat- 
tered over the United States (fig. 2). They total 7,738 records and 
represent varying types of farming under various topographic, soil, 
climatic, and marketing conditions. Dairy farms in the hills of 
New England and in Wisconsin, the cotton plantations of the Southern 
States, the citrus groves and early truck farms of Florida, the or- 
chards of the Shenandoah Valley in Virginia and near Niagara Falls 
in New York, the grain and livestock farms of the Corn Belt, grain 
farms and grazing in the Great Plains region, extensive wheat farms 
in the Palouse country of Idaho and Washington and in northern 
Oregon, and farms under irrigation in the West and Northwest are all 
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represented in the data. 
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Data relative to the topography, uses of 


the land, crop yields, and the principal farm receipts for each locality 


are shown in Table 1. 


TaBLE |.—Uses of land, crop yields, and principal receipts for farm business 
survey localities 


[ Abbreviations: Past., pasture; w., woods; p., permanent; r., rotation; o., other; pot., potatoes; tom., 
tomatoes; wh., wheat; gr. fruit, grapefruit; tang., tangerines; st. berries, strawberries; st. beans, string 
beans; s. beets, sugar beets. 

Unaccounted for land is waste land and idle crop land. Figures in parentheses indicate land inter- 


planted and double-cropped. Neither woods nor permanent pasture includes woods pasture. 


receipts include eggs; cattle receipts do not include dairy products.] 


Locality and year 


New Hampshire: 


Hillsboro County, 
1918. 
Vermont: Orange 


and Windsor 
Counties, 1921. 


Rhode Island: All 
counties, 1921. 


New York: Niagara 
County, 1919. 


Delaware: Sussex 
County, 1922. 


Virginia: Frederick 
County, 1916-1920. 


North Carolina: 
Catawba County, 
1918. 


Georgia: Sumter 
County, 1918. 


Florida: Hillsboro 
County, 1917-1922. 


Florida: Polk Coun- 
ty, 1917-1922. 


Mississippi: Jones 
County, 1919. 


Ohio: Washington 
County, 1912-1922. 


Indiana: Clinton 
County, 1910 and 
1918-1919. 


Wisconsin: Wal- 
worth County, 
1919. 


Topog- 
raphy 


Hilly to 
rough. 


Level to 
rolling. 


Rolling 
to hilly 


Rolling __ 


Level to 
rolling. 


Level _ ___ 
Level to 
rolling. 


Rolling -- 


Hilly to 
rough. 


Uses of the land, 
percentage of farm area 


Poultry 


Yields per acre 


Woods 22, w. past. 40, 
p. past. 11, corn 2, 
hay 18, fruit 2, o. 
crops 2. 

Woods 4, w. past. 18, 
p. past. 40, r. past. 1, 
corn 4, oats 1, hay 20, 
pot. 1, 0. crops 1. 

Woods 15, w. past. 18, 
p. past. 28, r. past. 1, 
hay 18, corn 5, other 
crops 5. 

Woods 3, w. past. 4, 
p. past. 5, r. past. 1, 
corn 9, wh. 9, hay 17, 
apples 16, peaches 11, 
pears 3, O. crops 18. 

Woods 12, w. past. 3, 
p. past. 4, r. past. 6, 
corn 21, wheat 18, 
hay 12, pot. 2, other 
crops 4. 

Woods 6, w. past. 5, 
p. past. 14, r. past. 8, 
corn 10, wh. 13, hay 9, 
fruit 27, 0. crops 2. 

Woods 29, w. past. 6, 
p. past. 8, r. past. 2, 
corn 11, wh. 12, hay 6, 
cotton 6, 0. crops 10. 

Woods 26, w. past. 7, 
p. past. 2, cotton 23, 
corn 20, peas (9), oats 
4, o. crops 8 (11). 

W. past. 51, p. past. 2, 
corn 8 (10), hay (2), 
st. berries 3, pot. 4, 
oranges 3, st. beans 4, 
other crops 14 (12). 

W. past. 23, p. past. 1, 
oranges 33, g. fruit 22, 
tang. 3, other crops 4. 

Woods 21, w. past. 42, 
p. past. 8, corn 11, 
cotton 8, 0. crops 7. 

Woods 8, w. past. 10, 
p. past. 38, r. past. 2, 
corn 7, wh. 7, hay 12, 
other crops 1. 

Woods 1, w. past. 6, 
p. past. 3, r. past. 12, 
corn 33, oats 20, wheat 
7, nay 9, other crops 5. 

Woods 1, w. past. 7, 
p. past. 22, r. past. 3, 
corn) 205) oats) 13; 
barley 6, hay 17, other 
crops 5. 


Corn 39 bu., hay 1.1 
t., apples 28 bbl. 


Corn 43 bu., oats 
35 bu., hay 1.1 t., 
pot. 185 bu. 


Corn 43 bu., hay 
1.5t., pot. 138 bu. 


Corn 29 bu., wheat 
18 bu., hay 1.4 t., 
apples 38 bbl., 
peaches 15 bu. 


Corn 31 bu., wheat 
14 bu., hay 0.9 t., 
pot. 102 bu. 


Corn 36 bu., wheat 
15 bu., hay 0.9 t., 
apples 55 bbl. 


Corn 24 bu., wheat 
9 bu., oats 17 bu., 
cotton 293 Ibs. 


Corn 13 bu., oats 19 
bu., cotton 234 Ibs. 


Corn 15 bu., st. 
berries 65 —bu., 
oranges 118 box, 
pot. 65 bu., st. 
beans 71 bu. 

Oranges 151 box, g. 
fruit 189 box, tang. 
177 box. 

Corn 18 bu., cotton 
140 lbs. 


Corn 40 bu., wheat 
14 bu., hay 1.2 t. 


Corn 45 bu., oats 43 
bu., wheat 18 bu., 
hay 1.3 t. 


Corn 34 bu., oats 43 
bu., barley 30 bu., 
hay 1.6 t. 


Principal receipts, per- 
centage of total receipts 


Dairy 39, poultry 19, 
apples 11, cattle 9. 


Dairy 59, cattle 8, 
poultry 7, potatoes 6. 


Dairy 49, poultry 20, 
outside work 13, 
potatoes 6. 


Apples 47, peaches 8, 
dairy 7, poultry 5, 


wheat 4, tom. 4, 
pears 3, cattle 3, 
hogs 3. 


Poultry 19, wheat 15, 
dairy 14, corn 10, 
pot. 8, tom. 7, hogs 5, 
cattle 5. 


Apples 74, wheat 9, 


hogs 3, cattle 3, 
Goin A Chita, 2, 
poultry 2. 


Cotton and seed 35, 
sweet pot. 10, dairy 9, 
wheat 8, corn 6, 
cattle 6. 

Cotton and seed 79, 
hogs 5, corn 4, pea 
nuts 4. 


St. berries 31, oranges 
12, pot. 9, st. beans 9, 
tom. 7, cabbage 6, 
cucumbers 5. 


Oranges 57, grape fruit 
32, tangerines 9. 


Cotton and seed 38, 
dairy 15, cattle 11, 
hogs 9, poultry 4. 

Cattle 21, hogs 11, 
poultry 19, wheat 6, 
outside work 12, 
sheep and wool 11. 

Hogs 41, corn 14, oats 
12, cattle 10, wheat 7, 
dairy 4, poultry 4. 


Dairy 75, hogs 7, 
cattle 5, poultry 4. 
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TaBLE 1.—Uses of land, crop yields, and principal receipts for farm business 
survey localities—Continued 


Locality and year 


Iowa: Tama County, 
1918. 


Warren County, 
1918. 


Calhoun Coun- 
ty, 1922. 

Humboldt 
County, 1922. 


South Dakota: Jones 
County, 1921-1922. 


Kansas: 
Finney County, 
1922 
Thomas and 


Sherman 
Counties, 1922. 


Montana: 
Sheridan and 
Daniels Coun- 
ties, 1921-1922. 
Dawson and 
Custer Coun- 
ties, 1922. 
Colorado: 
Weld County, 
1921. 


Lincoln and 
Washington 
Counties, 1922. 


Idaho: Twin Falls 
County, 1919-1922. 


Idaho and Washing- 
ton: “Palouse 
country,’ 1919- 
192 


Washington: 
King and Pierce 
Counties, 1921. 
Yakima County, 
1921-1922. 


Oregon: Sherman 
County, 1920-1922. 


Topog- 
raphy 


Uses of the land, 
percentage of farm area 


Yields per acre 


Principal receipts, per- 
centage of total receipts 


Level to 
rolling. 


Rolling 
to hilly. 


Level-_-_-_- 


Level to 
rolling. 


Rolling 


to rough. 


Level to 
hilly. 


Level to 
rolling. 


Level to 
rough. 


Level to 
rolling. 


Level to 
rough. 


Level to 
rolling. 


Rolling 
to hilly. 


Level to 
rolling. 


Woods 3, w. past. 2, p. 
past. 15, r. past. 13, 
corn 32, oats 18, hay 7, 
barley 7, other crops 2. 

Woods 1, w. past. 5, p. 
Mast. ol, Tepasc.. os 
corn 23, wh. 10, hay 9, 
oats 10, 0. crops 3. 

Woods 1, corn 39, oats 
32, hay 7 (other data 
not available). 

W:; past. 1p. past. 6; 
Te DAStee Oe COLM NC, 
oats 27, barley 2, hay 
10, o. crops 1. 

P. past. 70, hay 15, corn 
6, oats 2, wheat 2, o. 
crops 2. 

P. past. 63, fallow 2, 
corn 4, wheat 20, hay 
4, o. crops 6. 


P. past. 59, fallow 1, 
corn 5, wheat 26, hay 
3, O. crops 4. 


P. past. 31, fallow 8, 
wheat 37, oats 6, hay 
4, flax 2, other crops 3. 


P. past. 55, fallow 3, 
corn 3, wh. 20, oats 5, 
hay 6, 0. crops 2. 

P. past. 5, alfalfa 28, 
wheat 9, barley 6, pot. 
17, s. beets 15, other 
crops ll. 

P. past. 55, fallow 3, 
corn 8, wheat 20, hay 
6, 0. crops 4. 


P. past. 7, wheat 31, 
alfalfa 20, clover 6, 
beans 9, pot. 6, S. beets 
6, other crops 7. 

WirepastelespMpaste Onn: 
past. 1, fallow 26, 
wheat 42, oats 7,. hay 
9, other crops 5. 

Woods 9, W. past. 38, 
p. past. 10, hay 25, 
fruit 7, o. crops 6. 

P. Past. 4, r. past. 1, pot. 
15, wheat 12, s. beets 
3, alfalfa 42, barley 3, 
o. crops 10. 

P. past. 19, fallow 38, 
wheat 36, 0. crops 5. 


Corn 45 bu., oats 48 
bu., barley 36 bu., 
hay 1.3 T. 


Corn 24 bu., oats 39 
bu., wheat 18 bu., 
hay .9 T. 


Corn 48 bu., oats 43 
bu., hay 1.8 T. 


Corn 56 bu., oats 43 
bu., hay .9 T. 


Corn 26 bu., wheat 
17 bu., oats 30 bu., 
nanvale2 ae 

Corn 11 bu., wheat 
14 bu., hay 1.3 T. 


Corn 24 bu., wheat 
11 bu., hay 2.3 T. 


Wheat 18 bu., oats 
33 bu., flax 8 bu. 


Corn 21 bu., wheat 
11 bu., oats 18 bu. 


Wheat 32 bu., alfalfa 
PPS MADE © Oro Bio) 
bu., s. beets 15.6 T. 


Corn 17 bu., wheat 
IE Joybls, Loe, Tek ab 


Wheat 43 bu., alfalfa 
4.2 T., beans 22 
bu., pot. 258 bu., 
s. beets 11.2 T. 

Wheat 27 bu., oats 
36 bu., peas 14 bu. 


‘Hay 2.6 T., st. ber- 
ries 130 bu., rasp- 
berries 88 bu. 

Potatoes 327 bu., s. 
beets 8.6 T., wheat 
40 bu., alfalfa 4.6 
Ts 


Wheat 22 bu_______- 


Hogs 48, cattle 18, corn 
13, oats 8, barley 5. 


Hogs 43, cattle 
wheat 14, corn 
poultry 6. 


19, 


La A 
‘y 


Corn 45, oats 30, hogs 5, 
eattle 5. 


Hogs 40, corn 16, cattle 
10, oats 8, poultry 8, 
dairy 5. 


Cattle 38, hogs 
wheat 10, dairy 8. 


26, 


Wheat 51, cattle 19, 
hogs 4, dairy 3, poul- 
try 2, corn 2, outside 
work 2. 

Wheat 54, cattle 12, 
hogs 6, dairy 4, corn 
4, poultry 3, outside 
work 4. 

Wheat 79, flax, 3, oats 
2, dairy 2. 


Wheat 55, cattle 12, 
hogs 5, dairy 4, oats 
3, poultry 3. 

Potatoes 28, s. beets 27, 
sheep and wool 18, 
cattle 7, wheat 5. 


Wheat 39, cattle 15, 
hogs 12, dairy 7, poul- 
try 5, corn 3, outside 
work 4. 

Wheat 29, beans 12, 
pot. 12, s. beets 12) 
dairy 7, clover seed 6, 
alfalfa hay 5. 

Wheat 78, oats 3, hogs 
3, peas 2, dairy 2. 


Poultry 46, dairy 23, 
st. berries 7, cattle 3, 
raspberries 3. 

Pot. 33, hay 28, wheat 
9, dairy 6, cattle 4, 
poultry 3, hogs 8, s. 
beets 3. 

Wheat 84. 


Data on the cost of food, fuel, and house rent to farm families 
on 950 farms in 1913 and 1914 were collected in 14 localities in as 
The Cotton Belt is represented by localities in North 
Carolina, Georgia, and Texas; the Corn Belt by localities in Ohio, 


many States. 


Iowa, and Kansas, where the production of hogs is important. 


A 


locality each in Vermont, New York, and Wisconsin represents dairy 
farming, and one in Pennsylvania represents general farming with 
Market gardening, or trucking, is represented by a 
locality in New Jersey; extensive grain farming by one in North 
Dakota; fruit growing under irrigation by one in California; and in a 
locality in Maine the combination of apple growing, dairying, and 
sweet corn production for canning prevails. 


small dairies. 
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The data on the cost of living in farm homes of 2,074 farm families 
from 1919 to 1923 were obtained in six localities in New York, Ken- 
tucky, Tennessee, Texas, and Iowa. The locality in Livingston 
County, N. Y., is one of diversified farming with market milk the 
leading dairy product. The localities in Kentucky, one in Mason 
County and the other in the bluegrass region, are typical of general 
farming with tobacco an important cash crop. The data on Tennes- 
see cover localities in several counties with tobacco an important 
cash crop in Montgomery County and cotton in Madison County. 
In the black prairie land*of Texas the percentage of tenantry is very 
high and a one-crop system of farming with cotton as the basis 
prevails. Corn belt types of farming prevail in the locality in 
central Iowa. These studies on the cost of living in farm homes have 
been made by the Bureau of Agricultural Economics cooperating 
with the several States. The Livingston County study was made in 
cooperation with the Bureau of Home Economics. 


THE FAMILY LIVING FROM THE FARM 


The items in the make-up of the family living from the farm 
for each locality and each year are presented in Table 2, from which 
the following summary has been made: 

Ninety-two per cent of the value of the family living from the farm 
may be grouped in 6 items: House rent, fuel, dairy products, poultry 
and eggs, pork and lard, and fruit and vegetables. (See Table 2 
and fig. 3.) 

House rent made up 36 per cent of the value of the family living 
from the farm; fuel, 3 per cent; and food, 61 per cent. Of the food 
items, animal products made up 74 per cent and crops 26 per cent of 
the value. Among the animals, the cow, the hog, and the hen 
ranked in the order named in supplying the family with food, and — 
pork ranked first among the meats. 

The value of the family living from the farm was higher in 1918 
and 1919 than in 1921 and 1922, almost entirely as a result of price 
levels. From the former to the latter period the price level of food 
had dropped while that for house rent had gone up, both of which 
are in accord with commodity trends. 

There are no marked indications from the data that families living 
in the better agricultural localities obtained more family living from 
the farm than did those in the poorer localities. The house rent was 
valued at a little more, which indicates greater values in houses in the 
better farming localities. 


FAMILY LIVING FROM THE FARM 


SOURCES oF 92 PER 
CENT OF THE FAMILY 
LIVING FROM THE 


. ; ‘ s Lowes 
~ (HW House Rent $184 
2 | or 36 per cent |) 


Ss 
2g, nt 


Fruit and Vegetables 
$46 or 9 per cent 


Fic, 3.—Most of the family living from the farm is included under the six items named above, 
Average of 7,738 families in 30 localities 
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The value of the family living from the farm varied with different 
families from nothing to over $1,000, and with wide variations in 
every locality. (See Table 3.) Occasional families neither lived on 
their farms nor drew any of their family living therefrom. This was 
most noticeable for the locality in Polk County, Fla., where about 40 
per cent of the citrus grove owners were nonresident, usually living 
in nearby towns or cities; and in Frederick County, Va., where a few 
of the orchardists lived in town. In all of the localities other than 
in Polk County, Fla., the value of the family living from the farm 
ranged from $200 to $800 for 70 per cent or more of the families. 

More of the families in practically all of the localities under study 
in 1918 to 1920 were within a group ranging from $400 to $600 worth 
of family living from the farm than there were within any other group. 
In 1921, in about half of the localities, more of the families were 
within the group ranging from $400 to $600 worth than within any 
other, while in the other half of the localities more of the families were 
within the group ranging from $200 to $400 worth than within any 
other. In 1922, in practically all of the localities, more of the fam- 
ilies were within the two groups ranging from $200 to $600 worth of 
family living from the farm than there were within all other groups. 


TABLE 3.— Variations in the value of the family living from the farm 


i Value of family living from the farm groups 
° 
9g 2 | = = = > ce) 
Year and locality Ses | s = ma EB = = 
= hoo os A E 3 5 
- Peseeagie peaeres| a= 2 & | ee 
s is oe Sie Bow. dle S S oS 
= e | x a | $ 2 all ee 
a ze x ae || a x ze 
| | 
1918 No. No. No. | No. No. No. No. 
| farms | farms | farms | farms | farms | farms | farms 
New Hampshire, Hillsboro County__________ Bin ee eee 4 2 | 54 10 2 
Virginia, Frederick County -________-_______- 125 7 5 18 42 36 13 + 
North Carolina, Catawba County -___________ SOLS se oe eee ee 53 127 93 24 7 
Georgia, Sumter County: | 
AWE G2 coer Os Sa es a ee eae 336 | 2 4 40 102 86 53 49 
@olored 2222 ee ie Se Fee ee ee 214s SS 16 83 62 35 12 6 
Florida, Hillsboro County ________-_.=______- 100. ||se2 Sa 6 49 28 11 Q 2 
Ohio; Washington County == - 0 ag Rear | Ps ee Sa 15 20 7 a 1 
ihidianayelinton Conntyrs=-— ee eee 1003/23 1 27 bl 15 4 2 
Iowa: } 
Pama Countye i= 2) ose sea aes ee 209 ad Pe eset 4 peepee 73 28 14 
iWiarren' @ounty = 20s oe ee ee 1esS5,| Et 1 34 102 39 5 2 
Rotal= te ee ee ee 1, 754 10 | 37 368 664 429 157 £9 
1919 
New York, Niagara County__--.«_-______-__- a SY (i (aes oe 4 29 72 36 11 5 
Virginia, Frederick County _________________- 125 4 11 15 34 39 14 8 
Florida: 
Fillsboro! County. 2 eee LOOT eRe: 4 31 44 12 6 3 
iPOlks GON GY So Sas oo et Dae 100 | 41 17 19 14 3 3 3 
Mississippi, Jones County _-_______----____--- 154 | 2 1 19 58 42 18 14 
Ohio, Washington County__--___.--___-_____ 159 AP a | ( 14 23 11 1 2 
indiana’ Clinton: County — 5 eae 100: ae ee ee 35 43 19 21 1 
Vdaho:-bywinvr alls County ees see ee 200) |e 12 60 7 34 15 | 9 
Idaho and Washington, Palouse country_____ 226 | 1 6 25 93 62 25 | 14 
Teale <5. Be ba ey eee eae: 48 55 | 247 451 258 95 | £9 
1920 
Rhode Island! 4. 29 2 ee ee 5 S|. Pee See 19 | 20 7 S 1 
Virginia, Frederick County ___.._..-__.__---- ee 5 | 10 22 47 28 7 6 
Florida, Hillsboro County ---__--.-..--------- | SELOOR: 5 aes oo 2 28 | 41°) Le 2o ese 6 
Ohio; \Washington:County. 2-2 59 1 6 | 27 18 § ees 1 
Wisconsin, Walworth County_______________-_ 262 | 1 10 | 93 118 | 32 Fy 3 
Ldahos LwingkalsiCounty- 236. = = L920}. ee 8 | 34 74 48 | 17 | 11 
Idaho and Washington, Palouse country _____ DATS eee 4 | 52 86 67 23 9 
Oregon, Sherman County______-_____________ 1445 | > 455) |See leh 4 47 38 23 12 
"Potals 2. 2 Sk ee een 1, 174 7 40} 299 451 249 79 49 
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TaBLeE 3.—Variations in the value of the family living from the farm—Contd. 
= Value of family living from the farm groups 
bes 
£.?] 
2 
Bg Shee et| Sk Slee 
Year and locality ee z RB PEN Ee = 
* Bile ie Sol echee 2 
S iS S = > S = = 
° S S S S ~ 
Ge PA a a PA RB A 
| 
1921 No. NO rei eevO I uNOe No. No. No. 
farms | farms | farms | farms | farms | farms | farms 
Vermont, Orange and Windsor Counties____- 7 Te ee as be 77 101 28 ay eS 
UR OGCH SANG se ase a eee we ee 84 | Bes ot 1 13 27 We i) i) 
Miorida; -Hallsboro: County= 22 ee 100" |e 5 38 37 | 14 4 2 
Ohio, Washington County_.____----_---____- 60 | 1 3 30 21 rin eee 1 
Iowa: 
hama Countyes. 42 sce ee eee ee QS Ue | pa 3 es 3 36 88 57 27 26 
WALrentC OUNL Yaseen ee eee OO | enn 5 50 109 4] 17 7 
South Dakota, Jones County _____-_________- Gly |Exerere 2 24 24 ) 2h (ES Soe 
Montana, Sheridan and Daniels Counties____ 625|Ee= = 19 25 14 2 1 1 
OLOEAGO LV els oun hyena eee | SE SS T5OME ee 4d 54 44 34 10 4 
Wdaho, win hallsiCounty=—— =. 181 1 8 56 61 35 6 14 
Idaho and Washington, Palouse country __-_-_- 250g hese 9 80 108 38 13 2 
Washington: 
kone andyPierce| Counties=-— == = 150) saa 30 84 31 aft sper ae ere. 
Niakaimay COUNTY. ea ee ee 1 (Gt ES Sp 19 86 51 15 3 1 
Oregon, Sherman County_-_---.-.._...----_- HO 2a eee 2 28 | 64 | 33 19 6 
otalge he are ee Rb, os) 2, 102 2] 110} 681] 780) 340! 116/ 73 
1922 
Welaware, sussex County=——-—- +22 = = ro 0) | ee ae 72 39 38 6 ee (PN 
Florida: | 
SD OLOLC OFM bytes eee ae 1005 | =aeeee 5 49 32 9 Srl eee 
Polini County es os ea ee ee 100 38 17 20 13 4 | 3 5 
Ohio, Wiashineton: Countye = Gai | 6 38 15 Al | teri pees 1 
owa: 
Caihouni@ountyas 22s. here 2025 See | 5 58 86 33 | 13 7 
ET DOLd TC O11 bya eee ee 1A |e (isa ae 11 24 19 | 10 10 
South Dakota, Jones County-____---__-_____- 66 i 6 31 22 (chi) jae a 1 
Kansas: 
HnneyAC OUN Yaa ee ee GY fuel eae 6 21 13- 9 4 4 
Thomas and Sherman Counties__________ Soh ee | 3 18 25 15 7 14 
Montana: 
Sheridan and Daniels Counties__________ (i) ag BA ae 8 i 17 27 |} 13 3 Lei eee 
Dawson and Custer Counties___________- 665) Benes 15 yaya 19 6 La). ee 
Colorado, Washington and Lincoln Counties_ 12 | se 5 38 | 65 34 9 8 
FdahowAawwanylallsiCounty- 222s ee eee Sia See 1 26 39 14 | 5 2 
Washington, Yakima County______..__=-___- 1303 | sees 10 51 61 15 | PH ee 
Oreconsnermanm, County. 2 1525 | Sees 5 52 44 39 | 9 | 3 
“ARS FGM eee = oon eB ae eR 1, 495 38 103 504 509 216 70 | 55 


Gremditefiles to @ 738 105 | 345 | 2,099 | 2,855 | 1, 492 | sur | 325 


YEARS OF PROSPERITY AND DEPRESSION 


The relation of the family living from the farm to the farm receipts, 
the farm income, the family income, and the labor income, either in 
lean years in a locality or in years of general depression, stands out 
in bold contrast to their relation in years of prosperity. (See Table 
4.) The family living from the farm may well be looked upon as a 
form of insurance, and it is wisdom on the part of farmers to produce 
food supplies for the farm family to the greatest practicable extent. 
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TaBLE 4.—The relation of the family living from the farm to the farm receipts, the 
farm income, the family income, and the labor income, in years of prosperity and 
years of depression 


’ Family 
Gos living Farm Farm Family | Labor 
from the | receipts | income | income | income 
farm 
1918 and 1919 (years of prosperity) ---________________| $554 $4, 792 $2, 491 $2, 653 $1, 106 
1921 and 1922 (years of depression) -__________________ | 484 3, 826 1, 253 1, 410 —593 


In 1918 and 1919, years of general agricultural prosperity, the value 
of the family living from the farm of 2,967 farm families was about 
one-fifth as much as their family income; in 1921 and 1922, years of 
general agricultural depression, the family living from the farm of 
3,597 farm families was about one-third as much as their family 
income. In other words, they had about five times the value of 
their family living from the farm to spend in cash in 1918 and 1919, 
as compared with only three times as much in 1921 and 1922. 

The families in the localities n Washington County, Ohio, Tama 
County, lowa, and the Palouse country of Idaho and Washington 
had but little more cash to spend than a sum equal to the value of 
the family living from the farm in 1921 and 1922; whereas in the 
more prosperous years, 1918 and 1919, the families in Washington 
County, Ohio, had more than twice as much as the value of their 
family living from the farm to spend.in cash, and the families in 
Tama County, lowa, and those in the Palouse country of Idaho and 
Washington more than seven times as much. 

In both Hillsboro and Polk Counties, Fla., a winter trucking and a 
citrus fruit section, there was little difference in the relation of the 
value of the family living from the farm to the family income in the 
years of general agricultural depression and prosperity. The years 
1921 and 1922 were fully as good years for these classes of farmers 
as the years 1918 and 1919. 


COST OF LIVING OF FARM FAMILIES 


In the localities referred to on pages 5 and 6, the average value of the 
family living from the farm for 950 farm families in 14 localities in 
1913 and 1914, was $426, and for 2,074 farm families in 6 localities 
from 1919 to 1923, $623. (See Table 5.) The latter figure varies 
about $100 from the average of the 7,738 farms in Table 2, and the 
figure for 1913 and 1914 appears consistent when price differences are 
considered. The vaiue of the family living from the farm for the 
2,074 farm families was 38 per cent of their total cost of living. 
Similar relationships existed between the part of the food, fuel, and 
house rent furnished by the farm and the total cost of food, fuel, and 
house rent, for the 2,074 families in 1919 to 1923 and for the 950 
families in the earlier years 1913 and 1914. The value of the family 
living from the farm was 66 per cent of the total cost of food, fuel, 
and house rent for the former group and 63 per cent for the latter. 
(See fig. 1.) For the 6 localities in the former group of families the 
range was from 59 to 73 per cent, and for the 14 localities in the latter 
group, from 49 to 85 per cent. 
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j TasiLe 5.—Cost of living of farm families and value of the family living from the 


farm 
| Value of 
7 Cost of 
Number | ine ot | £000, | garni 
Localities Year of farm east house wine 
families — families ane from the 
| farm 1 
Waevew York, Livingston County ._-...-...-----.------ 1920-21 402 $2, 012 $1, 172 $692 
Kentucky: | 
IMasonuCOUnNtY =) a: an tee ae { 1922-23 360 | 1, 614 898 658 
BITE ZrASSATCRIOME 2). Ame es ea eat AS et | 1919 241 1, 801 1, 095 697 
Iowa, Boone, Story, and Sac Counties______________- | 1922-23 451 1, 680 977 698 
Tennessee, Madison, Montgomery, and Williamson | 
AGOVTTULL ES eos ee Cel Le ey 2 eee ee Se ee eae 1919-1921 298 pe 631 461 
Meevoxas: Black Prairies! ots Jie Ee EE ia Ss te | 1919 322 1, 453 804 486 
BROGAN GFAVCTACES = oe Ukr Us See ee eles Se 2, 074 1, 632 938 623 
——EE— 
Meeiviaine, Oxford County._-...--- 2 ee ee 1914 ye eae Se eee 599 355 
meewermont, Mamiville County... —-...--.. 22-222. 52-_. 8 | 1913 AO stars es 526 349 . 
meeNew York, Otsego County... .2.-.22.222.--2---.-2- | 1913 EGS || Sek ee 641 431 
New Jersey, Gloucester County____-_______-_________- 1914 DDB ia Sere Ske 790 445 
Pennsylvania, Bucks County. —-22_2-2_ ee | 1913 ABC | ARES & 608 383 
North) Carolina, Gaston County 2_------- 22 ___ = -_- | 1913 EF) | eis IE 504 428 
CORR A ROUp) COUNUY = a2 tee ee ; 1913 Gt UN (ee ee ee 630 520 
hiow Champaion: County 22 aes a | 1913 Age let Se tee 607 451 
Wiasconsiny Jefierson-County-.. | 1913 46) |) Soe 548 375 
fowa, Montgomery County. 22) 22 ee 1913 Galea peal Eo ee 668 485 
orth akota, Cass © OWN y ge ee 1914 aU 8) i We eto are ee 948 578 
PRCT SAS pO LOU Ge © OUTING Yi ert ce Een 1913 AG eaten sues 604 426 
Geehexas, Mcehlennan County. 0222-2222 1913 BAe ae! 2 4 Seeks 617 363 
| California, Santa Clara County-_-..--.--------------- 1914 Saat 2 ees 698 341 
(ee PRObaleAG) AV CrACeS enema ee ee ese A ek O50) cape ne | 671 | 426 


1 Included in each of the two preceding columns. 
THE FARM BUSINESS 


Certain terms as used in this bulletin are defined as follows: 


Farm.—All the land operated as one unit—that is, with one set of equipment. 

Farmer.—The one who directs the operations of the farm. 

Farm family—The farmer and his family. It includes relatives or others 
living with the farmers, who do not pay board or to whom no wages are paid. 
It does not include any hired laborers boarding with the family, or any boarders, 

_as school teachers. 

Family living from the farm.—The food products set aside from the year’s 
production, and the fuel and house rent furnished directly by the farm for the 
living of the farm family. This is in addition to farm receipts, farm income, 
labor income, and family income as defined below. 

Farm capital—tThe value at the beginning of the farm year of all real estate, 
machinery, livestock, and other property used to carry on the farm business. 

It includes the value of the farm dwelling, but not of the household furnishings. 

Farm receipts——Proceeds from the sale of crops produced during the farm 
year, the increase from stock, and the receipts from outside labor, rent of build- 
ings, etc. The increase from stock is found by subtracting the sum of the amount 
paid for stock purchases and the inventory value at the beginning of the year 
from the receipts from stock products, sales of livestock, and the inventory value 
at the end of the year. If the value of crops or supplies on hand at the end of the 
year to be carried over for the next year’s business is greater than at the beginning, 
the difference is considered a receipt. Farm receipts do not include the family 
living from the farm. 

Farm expenses——Annual expenditures made in carrying on the farm business, 
including the value of the unpaid labor performed by members of the family, and 
depreciation on buildings and equipment, and excluding the value of the farm- 
er’s own labor. If the value of crops or supplies at the end of the year to be 
carried over for the next year’s business was less than at the beginning, this is 
considered an expense. Household or personal expenses are not included. 
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Farm income.—The difference between the farm receipts and the farm expenses. 
It represents the value that may be withdrawn from the year’s business without 
reducing the farm capital. It does not include the family living from the farm. 

Labor income.—The amount left for the labor of the operator after interest or 
the farm capital is deducted from the farm income. (See Table 6 for rate of 
interest used for each locality.) In addition to labor income, the farmer receives 
the family living from the farm. A minus labor income means no returns above 
the family living from the farm for the year’s labor of the farmer and lacking the 
amount indicated of paying the interest rate on the farm capital. 

Percentage return on capital.—The rate returned on the farm capital after the 
value of the farmer’s labor is deducted from the farm income is the percentage 
return on capital. When the percentage return on capital is preceded by the 
minus sign, it means that the farmer did not realize even fair wages for his own 
labor and management, thus leaving nothing for the earnings on the farm capital. 

The labor income represents what the farm has earned from the year’s business 
for the labor and management of the farmer after a charge for the capital has 
been deducted. On the other hand, the percentage return on capital represents 
what the farm has earned from the year’s business for the capital used in the 
business after all farm expenses have been deducted and the farmer has been 
allowed a fair wage for his labor and management. 

Farmer’s labor.—The value of the farmer’s own labor is an allowance for the 
services of the farmer for labor and supervision at the rate at which he would 
have to pay another man to take his place. It is exclusive of the family living 
from the farm. 

Family labor—The value of unpaid family labor is determined on the basis 
of what it would cost to have the same work done by hired help, or the amount 
of additional labor that the farm operator would have had to hire to carry on the 
same sized business had the family labor not been available. 

Adult units—Each person under 16 years of age represents two-thirds of a 
unit, and each person of 16 years or older, one unit. 

Family income.—The farm income plus the value of the unpaid family labor. 
It more nearly represents the amount available from the farm business for the 
farmer and his family to spend and save, provided there is no interest to pay 
on farm indebtedness, than any of the other items. It does not include any 
income from sources other than the farm business or the value of family living 
from the farm. 

Cost of living—The expenditures of farm families. It includes items furnished 
by the farm and those bought. Food, clothing, house rent, fuel, other operating 
expenses, maintenance of health, and advancement are the important classes of 
items included. 


The average figures for each locality in Table 6 show the variations 
for the different farm business survey localities in respect to the 
several items given in the table. The average size of farms varied 
from less than 100 acres in some localities to over 1,000 acres in others, 
and the amount of capital from less than $10,000 to over $60,000. 
The average farm receipts were little more than $1,000 in Wash- 
ington County, Ohio, in 1921, and over $13,000 in Sherman County, 
Oreg., in 1920. In a few localities the farm income averaged less 
than $1,000 per farm, even in years of such agricultural prosperity 
as 1918 and 1919, whereas in the same years it exceeded $4,000 in 
some other localities. An average of less than $100 worth of farm 
labor was performed by members of the farmer’s family (excluding 
the farmer himself) in several of the localities; but, on the farms 
operated by negro farmers in Sumter County, Ga., in 1918, the 
families (excluding the farmers themselves) performed on the aver- 
age over $300 worth of the farm labor. Although the average value 
of the family living from the farm varied from less than $300 per 
family in Polk County, Fla., where little more than half of the farmers 
lived on their farms, to over $600 in a few localities, yet it varied less 
for the different localities than any of the items just named. The 
family living from the farm was more stable than the farm receipts, 
the farm income, or the labor income. 
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TaBLE 7.—Value of the family living from the farm, by size of farm 


Year and locality 


1918 


New Hampshire, Hillsboro 
Virginia, Frederick County 


North Carolina, Catawba County 


Georgia, Sumter County: 
Whi 


Ohio, Washington County 
Indiana, Clinton County 
Towa: 
Tama County 
Warren County 


Total and averages 


1919 


Florida, Hillsboro County__ 


Average value of family living from the farm on 


County ean 


New York, Niagara County____<:-_-_-_-_=__- 


Virginia, Frederick County 
Florida: 


Hillsboro County______- 


Polk County 


Mississippi, Jones County_- 


Ohio, Washington County- 
Indiana, Clinton County 
Idaho, Twin Falls County- 
Idaho and Washington, Pal 


Total and averages 


Rhode Island 
Virginia, Frederick County 


Florida, Hillsboro County_- 


Ohio, Washington County_ 


Wisconsin, Walworth County 
dahow-RhwinvEallsiCountya.c eee 


ouse country_-_-__-__ 


Idaho and Washington, Palouse country__-_-__- 


Oregon, Sherman County 
Total and averages 


1921 


Vermont, Orange and Windsor Counties 
runoder sland as aaa 
Florida, Hillsboro County_- 


Ohio, Washington County- 
Towa: 
Tama County 
Warren County 


South Dakota, Jones County 


Montana, Sheridan and Daniels Counties ____ 


Colorado, Weld County 
Idaho, Twin Falls County_ 


Idaho and Washington, Palouse country_____- 


Washington: 


King and Pierce Counties 
Yakima County_____-_-- 


Oregon, Sherman County 
Total and averages 
1922 


Delaware, Sussex County_- 
Florida: 


Hillsboro County_____-- 


Polk County 
Ohio, Washington County- 
Iowa: 

Calhoun County 

Humboldt County 


i Less than 10 farms in the group. 


farms of— 
Num- ; 
ber of | 
Less | 400 
farms than |50to 99 100 to | 200 to | 300 to pos 
50 SOS ees ares a and 
acres & Howe over 
Dollars | Dollars | Dollars | Dollars | Dollars | Dollars 
136 469 496 555 631 1415 1 653 
125 391 437 616 631 1 638 1615 
304 434 540 651 693 1799 1 599 
336 382 548 612 if 676 878 
214 289 423 514 675 794 1 822 
100 390 467 1 $13 W620 es ee 
47 1 666 1386 482 586 1 296 11,116 
100 390 435 557 558 1 437 1 435 
2098|22=eeee 566 598 686 733 803 
183 1315 460 510 585 618 1727 
1, 754 385 491 574 674 | 683 822 
157 469 560 718 1618s) 3-682 | eee 
125 384 470 645 604 1 733 1 659 
io 2 Ze Ze) ee ere a 
100 190 324 1 428 1 352-|-1al 5655/25 eee 
154 470 567 636 729 1 660 | 994 
51 1 476 485 499 607 1314) 11,084 
100 382 424 544 540 1 §35 | 1325 
} 200 476 498 592 1 645 1,500: |--  — 
22672 =e 489 553 641 589 716 
1, 213 400 504 | 589 631 636 | 751 
51 487 546 482 1 482 | 1545, | 
125 341 391 567 577 1755 1 §99 
100 488 526 655 118) see | ee 
59 1 288 368 379 1375 1424 | 11,023 
262 309 404 464 548 1 525 | 1395 
192 493 599 712 1708s ee | 
| DAN eee 586 536 608 528 | 615 
44s 2h ce ae aS eek eee es 1774 1 656 1 465 | 649 
1,174| 469| 492| 512| 569] 535 638 
211 314 391 482 528 | 570 | 1775 
84 557 642 684 1 742 1 468 | 1942 
100 420 471 554 Gy |e Se |=. ee 
60 1 209 Mili 417 1 403 1518 | 11,064 
23) |e 1 566 600 645 | 701 1903 
229) eee 443 531 574 696 1 843 
i ee Ye oD 340 345 1316 479 
221] see a ie are 2 1 169 1 247 274 425 
150 434 474 543 610" | eee 
181 447 573 652 1 695) jose a eee 
200) aes 1412 433 515 443 539 
150 305 406 1605 |2e2 2h Se See 
175 392 369 435 1370 joc 2a eee 
152 pee 22 ee eS 1 485 450 573 
2, 102 378 472 529 576 | 468 564 
| 
86 357 399 | 466 485 2 | aa 
100 391 439 536 1465; |. 222 eee 
100 219 367 1572 L527 |= lee 
64 176 338 | 395 377 1 485 11, 085 
200) 222 388 457 486 567 651 1 862 
74 1 765 725 676 651 1639 | 11, 260 
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TaBLE 7.—Value of the family living from the farm, by size of farm—Continued 


| 
| Average value of family living from the farm on 


farms of— 
Num- | 
Year and locality ber of | : 
farms Less 100 to | 200 to | 300to | . 400° 
than | 50 to 99 in| Cae acres 
50 | acres ree coe ue and 
| acres | over 
1922—Continued 
Dollars | Dollars | Dollars Dollars | Dollars | Dollars 
south Dakota, Jones County _.-__-=-...--.-- 0 ee ee Reece 1 233 3200, 9 13445) 419 
Kansas: 
HinneysGountys.— soe eee eee EY (Al ae ae er (at aes 2 1188 1 402 1410 | 536 
Thomas and Sherman Counties_________- SOF | Bet Se See A | 1459 1 489 690 
Montana: 
Sheridan and Daniels Counties__________- GLa Pattee ee eee 1172; 11938 291 438 
Dawson and Custer Counties_____-_-____- 20) pane pees ee 271 1292} 337 389 
Colorado, Washington and Lincoln Counties _ NGS le ee |S 400 1 472 | 495 562 
Idaho, Twin Falls County___.._.._.-___.____- 87 | 437 512 677 1698) |Ei2ss S| 
Washington, Yakima County 22-9- = 2 139 | 402 490 1380) 4| = eee ee ee ee 
Orevons sherman! Countye-- P26 ete |e oe < 1 460 1 343 517 
‘Rotaltandsavierages a eee | 1,495 350 456 488 516 451 541 
Grand total and averages_________-___-- 7, 738 | 390 485 543 605 528 608 
| | | 


1 Less than 10 farms in the group. 
SIZE OF FARM 


In general, the value of the family living from the farm was more 
for the large farms of a locality than for the smallfarms. The average 
value of the f amily living from the farm on farms of a given size group 


VALUE OF THE FAMILY LIVING FROM THE FARM 


AVERAGE 
IN DOLLARS 
SIZE OF | NUMBER ACRES 
FARM GROUPS OF PER O 200 400 600 800 
(ACRES) FARMS FARM iE 
50 to /00 15 82 
1/00 to 200 88 154 | 


200 to 300 63 234 
300 to 400 Zo 328 


400 andover /4 483 


Fig. 4.—The value of the family living from the farm was usually more from the large farms of a locality 
than from the small farms. Data from 209 farms in Tama County, Iowa, for the year 1918 


in any locality was more, in most cases, than in the group of next 
smaller-sized farms. Considering only the groups in Table 7 with 
10 farms or more, an increase in “the size of farm in a given locality 
was accompanied by an increase in the average value ‘of the family 
living from the farm 104 out of 116 times. There is a relationship 
between the family Bee from the farm in a locality and the size 
of the farms (see fig. 4), but no more marked than that between the 
family living from Aue Bae and the size of the farm families. 
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TaBLE 8.—Value of the family living from the farm by size of family 


Value of family living from the farm with adult 
equivalent of 
Num- 
Year and locality per of 
arms 
Less = 7 and 
thas 3 to 3.9| 4 to 4.9| 5 to 5.9| 6 to 6.9 Over 
1918 
Dollars | Dollars | Dollars | Dollars | Dollars | Dollars 
New Hampshire, Hillsboro County__________-_ 136 437 505 | 597 1681 | 1732 1749 
Virginia, Frederick County__________-____-____- 125 327 503 588 652 720 881 
North Carolina, Catawba County_-__________- 304 429 447 545 557 615 737 
Georgia, Sumter County: 
BVT EG Eos Sse at Ee 336 476 586 742 764 850 917 
Colored ester ee ees ee es eee 214 283 321 392 472 511 617 
HlordasEillsborolCountya. ee 100 323 308 448 472 1 469 698 
Ohio, Washington County___-.__-_....=.....- 47 370 479 535 1 786 1619 1 866 
pagans, ClintomCounty = ee 100 385 442 513 630 1465 | 1905 
owa: 
Rama COUN tyes. Seen an ee 209 533 574 668 769 763 26 
Wiarrenk© oun ty; seen ae eee ee 183 437 504 546 | 591 574 686 
Rotalkandaveraces === 1, 754 426 487 580 638 662 749 
1919 = | 
iNew: York, ‘Niagara County 22..3-.2--_--25-2_| 20-2 2224| 22 ee eee ee ee 
WVarginias Prederick County__.— 125 342 524 559 704 716 11, 038 
Florida: 
ELI SHOnONG OUTITy ae 100 404 367 538 580 644 684 _ 
ROIs ounity === oe eee 100 127 340 1431 437 1615 824 
Mississippi, Jones County___.._...--.___._--_- 154 382 505 583 700 623 818 
Ohio; -WashingtoniCounty__— 51 412 460 568 1 580 1719 i915 
indiana, Clinton'Countya.= = ae ee 100 402 453 529 594 1 §29 1 760 
idaho Ewin halls: County. 2 ese 200 359 502 540 621 1 624 970 
Idaho and Washington, Palouse country____- 226 410 604 616 674 768 886 
Total and averages__.._______________- 1,056| 323| 500] 560| 647| 672 857 
1920 
FEU OMe wis] ara Cl eae tere eae en 51 527 399 1 §26 1 §24 1 865 1 552 
Virginia, Frederick County_._-_____-__---_-__ 125 278 502 568 548 610 935 
HMlonida,ceallshoro:; County —— = see ee 100 442 439 518 §22 574 883 
Ohio; Washington County 2-2 59 264 347 444 1418 1417 1318 
_ Wisconsin, Walworth County _______________- 262 390 445 459 492 557 547 
idaho; Twin Balls’ County=-= == 192 470 - 547 576 643 689 974 
Idaho and Washington, Palouse country______ 241 424 556 624 607 729 828 
Oregon, Sherman County____________-_------_- 144 572 527 696 798 1775 1 963 
Total and averages____________________- 174} asa" 486 | 958] 578 654 810 
1921 
Vermont, Orange and Windsor Counties____- 211 385 480 512 499 560 625 
Rhode Island. 2... Oe Sa eae ae rts | Ei en eee ee el ee ee ee ee 
Florida, Hillsboro County_____....--_--__-.-- 100 366 420 451 474 521 624 
Obip, Wiashinotoni County. ee 60 290 357 444 1 §21 1 $52 1605 
owa: 
‘Tama Countys2222). ee eee 237 524 568 717 756 654 943 
Warren: County 3a ee eee 229 466 543 594 619 625 1 622 
South Dakota, Jones County____-.-___-___.-- 61 257 463 521 521 1 362 1 558 
Montana, Sheridan and Daniels Counties ____ 62 233 296 1 397 1 454 1 430 1 §08 
Colorado; Wield County. ee 150 427 494 501 549 505 565 
Idaho, Twin Falls County.-.--__-_--___-_____- 181 426 459 595 661 1 548 889 
Idaho and Washington, Palouse country_-_-___ 250 408 467 454 552 566 728 
Washington: 
King and: Pierce Counties-=_- = 150 236 358 377 350 1 374 1 442 
SYK a COU Gay ee ee \75 312 378 389 434 1 §32 512 
Oreconsj sherman County. = 152 516 511 598 688 1 664 1716 
WROvAL ATI Osa VCLAC CS eee een ere 2,018 394 470 §22 560 557 653 
1922 hie 
Delaware, sussex: County.) eee 86 415 423 405 1423 1 578 1 250 
Florida: 
EI Sb Oro, CONT yee eee 100 348 399 432 434 417 590 
Polk: County. ot 2 See tere a 100 160 402 1455 433 1 695 1677 
Ohio) Washineton Countyo see 64 268 349 357 1 469 1 630 1605 
Towa: 
Calhoun (Connty22 222255 = eee ee 202 429 462 544 545 888- 686 
mm boldt. Conny ee 74 558 712 664 797 848 716 


1 Less than 10 farms in the group. 2? Data for this sorting not available. 
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TABLE 8.—Value of the family living from the farm by size of family—Contd. 


| Value of family living from the farm with adult 
equivalent of 


Num- 
Year and locality pes of = = SSS 
arms | = 
| oe 3 to 3.9| 4 to 4.9/5 to 5.9| 6 to 6.9 feos 
1922—Continued 
| Dollars | Dollars Dollars | Dollars | Dollars | Dollars 
pouth, Dakota: Jones: County —- 22 2----- = 66 302 | 356 430 443 1 435 1 850 
Kansas: 
HMInne ae OLN Gye ne ee ee re 57 283 | 400 448 1 686 1750 | 1 830 
Thomas and Sherman Counties_________- 82 384 | 660] 626 828 | 1602] 11,207 
Montana: | 
Sheridan and Daniels Counties__________- 61 230 | 320 1392 1 427 1 457 | 1 584 
Dawson and Custer Counties____________- 66 242 |} 1311 464} 1535 1 440 | 1 554 
Colorado, Washington and Lincoln Counties _ 159 | 426 157 558 648 579 790 
kdahohwinehalls’ County = eee 87 | 409 448 580 599 1 428 1 846 
Washington, Yakima County-----_---------- 139 | sa) | 418 462 520 1 523 1615 
OreronsonermansCountys- te ee 152 | 445 | 458 537. 600 1758 1710 
Motalrandaverages  e -ee  e 1, 495 338 | 445 484 568 630 735 
Grand total and averages__________-_-_- 7, 497 383 475 539 595 634 751 


1 Less than 10 farms in the group. 
SIZE OF FAMILY 


The size of family has been roughy measured for these farms 
and expressed in number of adult units, an adult unit here represent- 
ing one person of 16 years or older, or one and one-half persons under 
16 years of age. But one exception to the statement that families 


AVERAGE VALUE OF THE FAMILY LIVING FROM THE FARM 


SIZE OF NUMBER ADULT IN DOLLARS 
FAMILY GROUPS OF UNITS PER O 200 400 600 800 
(ADULT UNITS) FARMS FAMILY l =, 
Less than 3.0 29 2.0 
S20 10) 420 e3 Spy 
“40- "toe 5:0. 33 4.5 | 
5.0 to 6.0 /9 5.5 
640 20m 70 i/ 625) : 
7.0 and over /0 9./ — 
| | 
Al Hy 


Fic. 5.—The value of the family] iving from the farm for the different families in a locality varied accord- 
ing to the size of the families. The data from 125 farms in Frederick County, Va., for the year 1918 
of 7.0 and more adult units in a locality averaged more dollars’ worth 
of family living from the farm than those of less than 3.0 adult units 
is to be found in Table 8, and in this instance only one family was 

represented in the large family grou 

Considering only the groups in Table 8 with 10 farms or more, an 
increase in the size of family in a given locality was accompanied 
by an increase in the average value of the family living from the farm 
164 out of 189 times. (See fig. 5.) 
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TABLE 9.—Value of the family living from the farm in relation to the farm recerpts 


Percentage family living from the farm is of farm 


receipts 
Num- 
Year and locality ber of 
farms 1 to | 10 to | 20 to | 30 to| 40 to| 50 to) 100 
9 19 29 39 49 99 Over 
1918 No. | No. | No. | No. | No. | No. | No. | No 
farms| farms) farms\|farms farms \farms |\farms | farms 
New Hampshire, Hillsboro County_-.-..---. 1B: ee sose 7 49 36 16 14 14.) 3.22 
Virginia, Frederick County_--._.....-_.._...- 125 7 35 45 24 6 2 3 3 
North Carolina, Catawba County_______--_-- 304 |_____- 3 29 51 58 57 91 15 
Georgia, Sumter County: 
DUVET EG ae eee nape ae Pca ee 336 2 99 108 60 23 11 28 5 
@Wolorede a ees ea ere os pee ea PAN Sa ee 26 81 61 26 10 10).| 34 
Florida, Hillsboro County___.____.-____---__- MOD eeecs 11 35 26 15 5 6 2 
Ohio; Washington County.22 A Teale ok Eee 7 10 7 6 15 2 
indiana ClintonyCountyeeen== se eee eee My eee 26 53 12 4 3 7H) De peers 
lowa: 
ARamaC ounty= =e es se ee ee 209 1 104 84 14 | 5 oe et (ee 
iWarrenkw@ ountyaesse aaa a eee NESS es oace 29 99 35 12 2 fc | someones 
Motale. 2 2262 22 See Oe 1, 754 10 340 590 | 329) 172 116 170 27 
1919 | 
INewaYork, Niagara Countyi2o2s2s5 soso eee BY/ | Banoo 19 40 34 29 10 21 4 
Virginia, Frederick County-_--_-.........-_--- 125 4 37 49 17 1l 1 4 2 
Florida: 
ETS HOron© Out ye ee 1003 ae 8 25 26 17 10 13 1 
Polk County): 20 Ate ee ee ee ee 100 41 32 16 3 AS |e Peer 2 2 
IVSSISSIP PI; Jones Coun tyes s6 ee eee 154 2 2 12 23 22 22 53 18 
Ohio, Washington County__-_____________---- OL cps eee 18 9 12 4 8) = aa 
Indiana: Clinton Countyeis sae ee ee ee 1003 See 25 53 14 5 1 Qin eee 
Idaho, Twin Falls County____________-_____- 200s |E aie 83: |. 78 ss07 | 0)" Sel |a eo ea 
Idaho and Washington, Palouse country_-__-___ 226 1 135 68 21 1 ire gee | Le 2 fe ee 
Noy resi aye Rea Repereeegio Bra ARUN, 5 BYE pes I 1, 213 48 341 359 174 i10 49 105 27 
1920 | 
iRnod esl Slan dashes aes eae eee ees OL eee es 23 22 4 2, ncaa: aa eae eee 
Virginia, Frederick County_________-___-_-_- 125 5 47 30 18 12 2 1 
iHlorida; HallshoroiCountyee = es eee 100 |_____- 20 36 22 10 5 5 | 2 
Ohio, Washington County__________________- 59 1 5 11 9 6 8 17 2 
Wisconsin, Walworth County_______________- 262 1 53 134 54 12 6 1 1 
dahoseiwinyhalls(County2=eees. eae rene SP bs see aes 39 73 31 26 10 11 2 
Idaho and Washington, Palouse country_____| 241 |______ 116 76 34 6 3 cae 
Oregon, Sherman County-_____.__________-__- ele 2 Pea ee 97 42 2 5 ie mes paren er lee a ee 
‘Pobalssee 82 2S ee ee: een ee 1,174 7 400 424 174 77 34 51 if 
1921 
Vermont, Orange and Windsor Counties-_____ PAN Vi (Eee 8) 51 61 31 32 21 6 
Rhode. Island... eee eee eee S4slesecae 16 39 9 5 7 6 2 
Florida, Hillsboro County________- enave renin OO" Bae a 27 31 24 7 4 5 2 
Ohio Washington (Countys2 222-29 60 A eee sae 6 9 13 6 19 6 
Iowa: 
Mama \C ounty2ee hese ee ee a DAY || soe 19 106 70 23 12 |e 
WiarreniC oun bye nero nea ee ee eee 220 ae 11 76 67 37 19 18 1 
south Dakota, Jones County=.----2-4--- 222 -- Gla Saas a 17 14 12 5 5 1 
Montana, Sheridan and Daniels Counties____ 623|(Saeme2 29 21 7 BF | et ace 2 ae 
Colorado; Wield @County= =e Nee ceed a 0s (ee eee 76 55 13 Aan. One 2: | 
idaho se kwan halls |County2== 20. s== see 181 1 20 69 39 17 14 18 3 
Idaho and Washington, Palouse country__-___ 250) |= 78 | 107 37 20 2 Hie 
Washington: 
King and Pierce Counties_______________- ED) Wee ones 22 59 42 20 5 2 eae 
akin ay © OUM GY se Ngee Ss 50 59 34 13 ll 7 1 
Orezon Sherman Countyaes. sone ee GY) {geese 121 27 2 Blo e. loes Se 
Motalet tetas S210) Oe ee a eee 2, 102 | 2 485 723 428 207 Thr 118 22 


) 
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TABLE 9.—Value of the family living from the farm in relation to the farm 
recet pts—Continued 


Percentage family living from the farm is of farm 


receipts 
: Num- 
Year and locality ber of 
farms 1 to | 10 to | 20 to| 30 to | 40 to | 50 to Bee 
9 19 29 39 49 99 Over 
1922 NOG |e NOs) eLViOnn eVOnn| meV OLN | eLVO | neLVOn leer Os 
farms) farms| farms| farms | farms| farms | farms | farms 
Delaware, sussex ©ounbtya=-2--=----------- 86))|/22 2222 jE eee 6 LS 24 P| as . 
Florida: | 
EnLISHOLGn@ oun tyme eee 1007 Pa 23 36 22 5 5 7 2 
olka oun Tyne eee ee es ee 100 38 42 14 5 1 py) bese aa PR ESE 1 
Ohio, Washington County =----- == G4 see 2" if 15 11 10 10 15 2 
Iowa: 
GalhounsCountyase se ee 202) | ae 44 111 34 11 Qi | Se ee 
Hin bold aC oun ty= eae ee eee Ph bi aaa at 12 32 19 5 5 ji [esc 
South Dakota, Jones County________________- G6) 22ee—= 15 29 14 6 1 1 Ligh baci as 
Kansas: : 
Minne ya oun yeas een ae ee OE BY lees 16 15 12 7 5 PA a 
Thomas and Sherman Counties__________ S2Eenedas 14 31 15 11 5 4 2 
Montana: 
Sheridan and Daniels Counties__________- 6 27 20 9 3 1 1S | Eee 
Dawson and Custer Counties____________ 5} || e ee 10 15 15 12 2 10 2 
Colorado, Washington and Lincoln Counties_ Tse) See 10 61 48 22 5 12 1 
ldano we bwanehallsi@ountyaee=.- Siglpee se 16 34 16 9 if oii 9| 
Washington, Yakima County —______________. 118%). || Sees 14 46 41 20 i 10 1 
Oregon Sherman County=—2 3 15 2p ee 87 52 Uf 4 1 1 (ea. 
Fe | 
BS NE oe a Re Be 1,495 | 38] 331) 517| 279| 150} 68| 94] 18 
i j | 
Granditotal essen on es ee ey | 7, 738 | 105 |1, 897 |2, 613 |1, 384 | 716 | 384 | 538 101 


FARM RECEIPTS 


For all of the farm business survey records included in this study 
the value of the family living from the farm was approximately 
one-ninth as much as the farm receipts, with variations from less 
than one-twentieth in a few localities with large farms and large 
capitalization or with highly specialized types of farming, to more 
than one-fifth in some localities with small farms and small capitaliza- 
tion or with little specialization as to type of farming. Prominent 
among the former localities are Polk County, Fla., Sherman County, 
Oreg., and the Palouse country of Idaho and Washington; and among 
the latter are Sussex County, Del., Catawba County, N. C., Jones 
County, Miss., and Washington County, Ohio. 

With all the variations for different localities in the relation of 
the value of the family hving from the farm to the farm receipts, 
there Were even greater variations for the different farms of a locality. 
(See Table 9.) In fully one-third of the localities there were a few 
farms with the value of the family living from the farm amounting 
to more than their farm receipts, and in most of the localities there 
Were some farms where it amounted to as much as 50 per cent or 
more of their farm receipts. Bearing in mind that the operating 
expenses of the farm business must be paid from the receipts, such 
farms had left from the farm business but little cash available for 
the use of the family. It was not that the value of the family living 
from the farm was so much on these farms when compared with the 
others, but that the farm receipts Were so low. 
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TABLE 10.—Value of the family living from the farm in relation to the farm 
income 


Percentage family living from the farm is of farm 
income 


Num- 
Year and locality ber 
as 1 20 40 
0 to to to 
19 39 59 
1918 No. | No. | No. | No. 
farms | farms | farms | farms 
New Hampshire, Hillsboro County_-_________ 136) eos 2 28 29 
Mirginia, Frederick. County:-- - 25-252 125 7 43 31 18 
North Carolina, Catawba County __________-_ 304s peewee 4 52 79 
Georgia, Sumter County: 
AWD Gets ates 228 UM SS wile tees a Nie ea 336 2 92 7 72 
Colored t= 2 2: eee a aa eee 7A Voll aera 40 91 41 
iWorida, Elilishoro Countys.__- = NOD) [Pye 11 16 20 
Ohio; Washineton County. = AN Se =i 8 9 
indiana. Clinton Countya= === 1003; =e 48 45 1 
Towa: 
SRaMN a © OUT Gye ese eee eee em 209 1 134 59 8 
Wiarrén ‘County. == oe ee fSse zeae 55 74 28 
TPotalizes ses OR ee ker ee ae 1, 754 10 430 483 305 
1919 
New York, Niagara County___--____________- 174 16 40 27 
Mirginia, irederick County=--_2 = 2s 125 4 40 33 18 
Florida: 
EIS DOrOa@ oun tye ee ee LOOR Sea 10 17 11 
IRolkaC oun ty = ee ue 100 41 34 9 3 | 
Mississippi, Jones County____---____--_____- 154 2 2 13 24 
Ohio} Washington County ee Sy nee ees 1 21 ral} 
indranaeClintonsCountyes =o eee LOOT |ESaeee 47 34 8 
Fdaho,wiwineballsi@ oun yess ena 200 | tenes 94 64 16 
Idaho and Washington, Palouse country____| 226 1 137 57 9 
of Rio] 2 | (eae ies Sys Ot oe AM oe eS 1, 213 48 379 288 127 
1920 
hod etisland seein as ae eee ae E55 pa| fea 11 9 5 
Mirginia, Fredericki@ounty__<2=_ 325 2) 23 125 5 24 14 14 
Mlorida, Hullsbore|County=_— ee 1003) sass 25 25 17 
Ohio, Washington County—__-=_ = 125 Ses 22) 59 1 3 8 4 
Wisconsin, Walworth County _______________ 262 1 23 79 43 
tdaho;shwinsk alls County eee ee 1O2T Se eee 28 55 23 
Idaho and Washington, Palouse country____| 241 |______ 60 54 22 
Oregon, Sherman County=--- =e ee 1440) |e 74 30 13 
ROG S 2 SIE wate oe ee 1, 174 ‘a 248 274 141 
1921 
Vermont, Orange and Windsor Counties ____ Past tee & 2a 6 27 29 
iRhodeAsland2242-- 3a. Shae ee S4pec.3- 12 18 4 
Honda vEMHShoro. Countyen a= =e eee 100s cease 26 24 14 
Ohio, Washington County __--2---.-___-=_-- 60 Ey gee oes 4 5 
Towa: 
Rama County. >) 2s2 5. .ee see aan ee eee het 237 ks eae 10 51 24 
Wiarren: County, 3-28. a ee [ye 220 Ree 12 58 44 
South Dakota, Jones County___-_---___-___- Glee tee 7 10 6 
Montana, Sheridan and Daniels Counties ___ 62g [eee 25 14 8 
Colorado” Wield’U@ountya.= ee 1505 |e 58 45 ll 
idaho; Ewin Halls County= =e | 181 1 6} 40 25 
Idaho and Washington, Palouse country__-___ | eogzuO: jae ee 16 33 28 
Washington: 
King and Pierce Counties_______________ 150) eee 10 22 16 
Makima COUN Gye te eee 2 ee [75a Zick.” a2: 19 
Oregon, Sherman’ County=—_ 22 22) ee U5Qa eee ae 94} 36 6 
Bl 80) FW Uae cease ous it lane aie oa e279 | 2, 102 2 309 | 406 239 


Farms 

60 | 80 | 100 | With 

to to and fae 
79 99 | over | ‘2m 

In- 

come 

No: | “No. | No. ine Nos 
farms \farms farms | farms 
15 | “ile eos 16 
1 3 9 3 
46| 39) 79 | 5 
25| 15|. 48 3 
22 5 em 2 
TE ie pam Stand 10 
3 lege 3 
1 4 1 
1 4 1 1 
ji Nees 5 5 
148 100 | 230 48 
13 Yiohen sa 21 
8 7 9 6 
18 5| 28 1 
1 je ee 7 
15| 16] 66 16 
33 hi ee 
3 Stand 1 
6 4| 15 1 
5 2] 12 3 
72 | °°43 )) 185 |. Nts 
1 2 9 14 
9 4| 2 | 31 
5 9| 15 | 4 
4 4| 25 | 10 
ON ALO bye 39 
12 a ey 28 
12 Z| (BB 54 
ry eae il 12 
69| 45] 198| 192 
20} 23] 64 | 42 
5 Dob Sete 27 
7 | eb for Shel 11 
2 Sal zee] 16 
is| 18| 531 65 
30| 16| 45 | 24 
4 thal gal (i 17 
3 1 6 5 
9 iia aaa © 14 
16} 12| 49] 32 
20! -10| 57 86 
19 9| 44 30 
LD. | 4106 | 22972) 47 
Te baa 3 | 9 

{ 

163 | 114 | 444 425 


My 


Se 
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TaBLE 10.—Value of the family living from the farm in relation to the farm 
income—Continued 


Percentage family living from the farm is of farm 


income 
Num- 
Year and locality eo io 
faunas 1 20 40 60 80 100 re 
0 to to to to to and | f 
19 7] 0395) AT] 179s 99)" | over lheee 
come 
1922 No. | No. | No. | No. |- No. | No. | No. No. 
farms | farms | farms} farms) farms} farms\farms | farms 
Delaware, Sussex County..-.__...._.____---- SHViaae ae 1 4 2 15 8 36 
Florida: 
I SHOLO: © OUNTYy=2 = 2 ean ee sad (0 Dud | eee 17 17 15 5 2 18 26 
Lerehic (Ovo buain ieee ee we ee Se mes 100 38 40 9 3 2 1 5 2 
Ohio, Washington County__-_______- pes Se G4 Sane. 3 9 4 14 8) 19 6 
Iowa: x 
CalhouniCountyen = PAUP oS nee 69 77 31 14 3 poe |e eee 
Enum boldt County. 2 TA a EO =e 14 28 13 7 1 u 4 
South Dakota; Jones County ___--.---------- Woe Beene 19 23) 12) 3 2 2 5 
Kansas: 
Himneys County ss 2=) Pee oe. OU ESE 2 5 12 | 6 2 4 8 10 
Thomas and Sherman Counties_-__--_____ Sy | oe 17 18}. 11 3 2 16 15 
Montana: | 
Sheridan and Daniels Counties_________- | Gly wae 25 10 12 2 2 As 9 
Dawson and Custer Counties___________- 66) [22a ee 9 19 12 5 1 12 8 
Colorado, Washington and Lincoln Counties_| 159 |______ 10 36 34 12 9 28 30 
Kaaho; dhwan Malls Countys-= 5 S71 wee 18 17 14 8 5 11 14 
Washington, Yakima County -—________-_-___ 139 ae 5 17 19 13 3 38 44 
@regon, Sherman, Countys— 222.5 = 102 eee 26 37 14 10 3 15 47 
PR OUAIEE oe Fa ee he PEP ee A fee Jae 1, 495 38 288 | 333 202 115 5D 224 240 
Grand :totalest beaks ee eee 7, 738 105 |1, 654 (1,784 |1,014 567 362 /1, 281 971 


FARM INCOME 


For all of the farms shown in Table 6 the value of the family 
living from the farm was, on the average, approximately one-third 
as large as the farm income, the latter representing the difference 
between the farm receipts and the farm expenses. In some of the 
localities the value of the family living from the farm amounted to 
more than as much as the farm income. ‘These instances, however, 
usually occurred in the years 1921 or 1922, years when the farm 
receipts were usually so much less than in the more prosperous years 
1918 and 1919. 

Comparisons of the family living from the farm in relation to the 
farm income should be made for those localities in which data were 
obtained both in 1918 or 1919 and in 1921 or 1922. The value of 
the family living from the farm was generally larger relative to the 
farm income in 1921 or 1922 than in 1918 or 1919, principally because 
of the lower farm incomes, the value of the family living from the 
farm showing less change than the farm income from the earlier to 
the later years. An exception is found in Hillsboro County, Fla., 
where the truck farmers had almost as large farm incomes in 1922 as 
in 1919. The relation between the value of the family living from 
the farm and the farm receipts did not change so much from 1918 
and 1919 to 1921 and 1922 as did the relation between the value of 
the-family living from the farm and the farm income. Receipts fell 
off sharply, while expenses in some of the localities Mestaccil thus 
leaving wider percentage variations in the farm income. 

As with the farm receipts, the value of the family living from the 
farm in relation to the farm income varied more with the different 
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farms of a locality than with the different localities. (See Table 10.) 
For all of the farms in the last two columns of Table 10 the value of 
the family lving from the farm equaled or exceeded the farm income. 
In other words, the cash spendable income from these farms amounted 
to no more and usually to less than the value of the family living 
from the farm. 

FAMILY INCOME 


More or less farm labor was performed by members of the family 
other than the operator himebe in all of the localities under study. 
The estimates of the worth of this type of labor varied from an average 
of less than $100 per farm in some localites to over $200 in others; 
the extremes being $18 per farm in Polk County, Fla., in 1922, and 
$318 on those farms nn negro operators in Sumter County, Ga., in 
1918. The value of this labor was less than one-third as much as 
the value of the family living from the farm in most localities, ap- 
proached or exceeded one-half as much in some localities, but did 
not equal the value of the family living from the farm in any locality. 
The unpaid family labor when added to the farm income more nearly 
represents the amount available from the farm business for owner 
farmers and their families to spend and save than any of the other 
incomes discussed herein, and it is termed the family income. The 
family income was but a negligible increase over the farm income in 
a few localities, as in Polk County, Fla., but in localities with com- 
paratively low farm incomes or relatively large amounts of family ~ 
labor it sometimes represented an increase of 20 per cent or more 
over the farm income, as in Washington County, Ohio. It some- 
times represented in a given locality a small relative increase over the 
farm income in some years and a large increase in other years, as in 
the Palouse country of Idaho and Washington in the years 1919 and 
1921. 


TaBLE 11.—Value of the family living from the farm and labor income 


Labor in- Labor in- 
come more come less 
than value than value 

Year of the of the 
family living | family living 
from the from the 
farm farm 
Number Number 
farms farms 
HOUR es 2 Fas § a es FE RE Fed Oe eed ae eee eee ee eee 977 777 
1!) Kae Oe See ese eS acy ee re ea ee Tele Be 627 586 
A G2OTER A NE t APRN CAMARA RBs PTE BRO: AGT TS Ni eee Cad nT OE pee 301 873 
NOD |e Gane} 2 epee e) ied bas of Ds eed * Ee BEE iar ee eek es eae 401 1, 701 
1 77S ee ene ey lata aes Nak AE at Sy sene ie a ee Ee ge aa or yee A ge 334 1, 161 
TOtalSs 2 Oa AS CR gS eA in Rel ea Sh a a a 2, 640 5, 098 


LABOR INCOME 


After allowing interest on the farm capital the returns for the 
farmer’s labor, above his family living from the farm, is the labor 
income. It is the farm income less interest on the farm capital. 
In the prosperous years, 1918 and 1919, the labor income averaged 
over $1,000 per farm. (See Table 6.) In the less prosperous years, 
1920, 1921, and 1922, it was theoretically a minus quantity, meaning 
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that there was not enough left from the farm receipts after paying 
the farm expenses to allow the interest rate on the farm capital. 
Of course, the farmer had his family living from the farm. 

The value of the family living from the farm averaged less than 
the labor income in 1918 and 1919, but more in 1920, 1921, and 1922. 
In 1918 and 1919 the labor income exceeded the value of the family 
living from the farm on more than one-half of the farms; but in 
1920, 1921, and 1922 the labor income was less than the value of the 
family living from the farm on most of the farms. (See Table 11.) 


VALUE OF THE FARMER’S LABOR 


To those accustomed to buying their entire family living from 
their wage the value at which farmers estimated the worth of their 
labor, as shown in Table 6, may seem low. ‘This figure, however, is 
not intended to represent the entire value of the farmer’s labor, but 
only that above the perquisites furnished by the farm. (See defini- 
tion of farmer’s labor, p. 14.) The value of the farmer’s labor 
above perquisites averaged about one-half more than the value of the 
family living from the farm, which may be understood to mean that 
farmers were cognizant of the important part which the family living 
from the farm played in the compensation for their labors. 


TENURE 


Tenants operated 24 per cent of all the farms included herein; 
owners who rented additional land operated 18 per cent; and owners 
who did not rent additional land, 58 per cent. In some of the 
localities there were but few tenants and in some others they oper- 
ated as many or more than one-half of all the farms. They often 
operated larger farms than owners, the average size of the tenant 
farms being 257 acres and those of owners 190 acres. Tenant and 
owner families each averaged 4.1 adult units. The value of the 
family living from the farm was a little less for tenants than for 
owner families—the value of the food furnished by the farm was 
practically the same, but that of the house rent was less. 

That the farm receipts, the farm income, etc., from the farms 
operated by tenants are divided between tenant and landlord, must 
receive consideration in any application of the data on the preceding 
pages to tenant families. On the tenant farms in this study the 
divisions between tenant and landlord were: 


——————————_ 


| Tenant Landlord 
| 


| Per cent Per cent 

EVE CE TT) bs nearer SiC ETE: ee ee ce ee ee =| 68 32 
HEN TCOMC Seeeaee muuae ee. Ct ct eee Pe iy Oe ee 48 52 
Retrinlivalingn ca rOmerhepariineese: 2 ee 8) OS re Ee eee Phe ey KO, | ee teen 


The value of the family living from the farm of tenant families 
was, therefore, much larger in proportion to the tenant’s receipts, 
farm income, family income, etc., than indicated by the Pe 

ages. This only emphasizes the vital importance of the family 
ie from the farm to the well-being of many tenant farmers, and 
especial encouragement should be extended to tenant farmers to 
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produce an abundant supply of food products for consumption by 
their families. 

Some owners who rented additional land were very like the owners 
who did not, in that they owned most of the land they operated; 
some were very like the tenants in that they rented most of the land 
they operated; and others rented about as much land as they owned. 
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